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84. Frontal stripe distinctly broader than a parafrontal cultellata , Pand. 

Frontal stripe narrower than a parafrontal .. secnrifera , Villen. 

85. Posterior dorso-centrals 2 .. .. longestylata , Strobl. 

Posterior dorso-centrals 3 .... 86 

86. No lateral verticals. Scutellum with crossed api- 

cals. Antennae reddish-brown .. .. minima , Rond. 

Lateral verticals present. No scutellar apicals. 

Antennae blackish-grey .. .. monspellensia , Bott. 


APPENDIX II.—ADDENDA TO PREVIOUSLY PUBLISHED 

FAUNISTIC PAPERS. 

1. Fauna of Paresnath Hill,’ Annandale, Rec. Ind . Mus. y VII, pp. 33-49 

Sarcophaga knabi, Park. 

2. ‘ Diptera of the Abor Expedition,’ Brunetti, Rec. Ind. M%is. y VIII, pp. 149-190. 

Sarcophaga knabi y Park. 

Brunetti states that two specimens were taken, the other is a female. 

3. * Diptera of the Simla District,’ Brunetti, Rec. Ind. Mus. y XIII, pp. 59-101. 

Sarcophaga haemorrhoidalis 9 Meig. 

Sarcophaga haematodes , Meig. 

These are the only two actually recorded, but probably further collecting will add 
albicepSy Meig. and falcnlata , Pand. Brunetti’s remarks that probably the 
Muscid Fauna will prove to be European is, as far as this genus is concerned, 
amply proved. 

4. * Fauna of an Island in the Chilka Lake,—Diptera,’ Dover, Rec. Ind* Mus. y XXII, 

pp. 393-396. 

Sarcophaga lcnabi y Park. 

Sarcophaga hirtipes y Wd. var. orchidea, Bott. 

Sarcophaga orientaloides , sp. nov. 

Sarcophaga futilis, sp. nov. 

Sarcophaga dux y Thoms, var. harpax y Pand. 

Sarcophaga ruficornis y Fab. 

Thus instead of the “ two or three species ” of the genus attributed to the Fauna by 
Dover, there are no less than six already known. Evidently the sea influence is 
insufficient to produce Sarcophila cinerea y Fab. 

5. * Notes on the Diptera of the Khasia Hills,’ Senior-White, Mem. Dept. Agric. India , 

(Ent. Ser.), VII, pp. 83-103. 

Sarcophaga albiceps y Meig. Shillong and Cherrapunji. 

Sarcophaga hhasiensis , sp. nov. Cherrapunji. 

My remarks on the distribution of the supposed ‘ species ’ should be entirely disre¬ 
garded, and reference made to section IX of the present paper. 



